Since all novels have authors, these two sets are equivalent. Consequently, (3) is predicted to be true in the above context where (1) is, contrary to fact. An analogous problem arises under other theories such as Groenendijk & Stokhof's (1982 , 1984 partition semantics, according to which, the embedded questions in (1) and (3) are translated into: (5) a.
λw. {w': {x: Russian--novelw(x) ∧¬openw(spkr, x)} = {x: Russian--novelw(x) ∧¬openw'(spkr, x)}} b.
λw. {w': {<x,y>: Russian--novelw(x) ∧ authorw(y) ∧ byw(x,y) ∧ ¬openw(spkr, x)} = {<x,y>: Russian--novelw(x) ∧ authorw(y) ∧ byw(x,y) ∧¬openw'(spkr, x)}} This observation suggests that de re readings of which--phrases in embedded questions are constrained somehow. In particular, it seems that each wh--phrase must bind a variable in the body of the question, so to speak, so that it is not merely functioning as an indefinite. This would rule out (4b)/(5b). However, it is unclear where in the grammar this constraint should be enforced. 
